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Senate Takes Speedy Action on Draft 


Only hours after the committee had reported 
support for H. R. 2260, Senate debate began on the 
bill to extend for four years the present induction 
authority under the Universal Military Training 
and Service Act. The Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee held hearings for three days, March 3 to 5, 
and quickly in executive session on Monday, March 
9, agreed on its support. One paragraph was added, 
an amendment extending the provisions for incen- 
tive pay to physicians, dentists, and veterinarians 
on active duty in the armed forces. The printed rec- 
ord of the committee hearings was placed on the 
Senators’ desks the following day. Therefore, it 
came as a complete surprise to many that debate 
should begin on Tuesday, before the Senators even 
had time to peruse the 270 page report. Even the 
Washington morning paper in reporting committee 
action indicated action would be taken on Wednesday 
in the Senate chamber. 


The Senate majority leader’s office indicated late 
in the day that action was expected by the Senate 
on Tuesday. Nevertheless, there was considerable 
discussion on the issue. Senator Bob Bartlett (D.- 
Alaska) listed thirty-one questions about the draft. 
Many others, it was evident, wished to express 
opinions. Senator Wayne Morse (D.-Oregon) 
toward the end of the day expressed a desire to 
speak at some length on the bill, and forced the bill 
to be brought up on the following day. Before the 
final Wednesday vote on passage the Senate voted 
down two amendments offered during debate. The 
first, offered by Senator Francis Case (D.-S. Dakota) 
would have established a civilian Commission on 
Military Manpower to make a new study of military 
and related manpower needs and policies. An 
amendment proposed by Senator Morse to limit the 
extension to two years was defeated as well. Both 
received 24 supporting votes. There were 68 nays 
on the Case amendment and 67 on the Morse amend- 
ment. 


(Continued on Page 4) 


Leaflet Describing “Alternatives” 
Now Available 


Previously announced, but now finally off the press 
is the leaflet describing the film “Alternatives.” 
These leaflets are available through the NSBRO and 
other agencies renting the film. General informa- 
tion about the film, including procedure for securing 
the film, is included as well as a number of scenes 
from the film itself. 


Within the past month demand has forced 
NSBRO to place a second order for prints of the 
“Alternatives” film. The organizations circulating 
the film have found increasing interest. Presently 
a total of about 75 prints of the film are in use. It 
is gratifying to discover the interest of American 
church people in the problems of youth facing 
conscription, and especially ‘the place of those who 
conscientiously can not perform military service. 
The interest in the film indicates that it does indeed 
have a place in a long unfilled gap in information. 


One viewer said of the film, “The presentation 
of the information is very objective which should 
cause no person to take personal offense if convic- 
tions differ.” A Methodist Bishop from the Pitts- 
burgh area hailed the film as “excellent.” “One of 
the best propaganda pieces I have seen.” Bishop 
Lloyd C. Wicke went on to say, “I thought the 
vehicle was the best I had seen in presenting ‘Alter- 
natives’ fairly and neatly and providing a stage for 
later discussion.” 


Alternative Service for 
German CO’s Developing 


Sentiment among postwar West Germans about 
military service seems confused by custom and polit- 
ical circumstance as well as changing interpreta- 
tions of the Bible. In the past such service was 
regarded as duty not to be contested on any grounds. 
Furthermore, great prestige was to be gained with 
the wearing of the uniform; new uniforms on Ger- 
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Recent Court Cases Involving CO’s 


On February 24, 1959, the Supreme Court of the 
United States dismissed the Appeal of Kenneth 
Hanauer and Jack Crabill. Hanauer and Crabill 
are Conscientious Objectors who had served two 
years of alternative service under the Selective Serv- 
ice Act and who had been forced to withdraw from 
the University of Maryland because they refused 
to take ROTC given there by the U. S. Air Force. 


The majority of the Court felt that the 1935 case 
of Hamilton v. Regents of the University of Cali- 
fornia, 293 U. S. 245, was still controlling. Mr. 
Justice Black and Mr. Justice Douglas dissented ; 
that is, they took the position that this problem 
should be fully reconsidered at this time. 


KARIAKIN vy. U. S., CCA», 261 F2d 263, decided 
Oct. 30, 1958. Notwithstanding the efforts of de- 
fense counsel Lionel Richman of Los Angeles, the 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the 9th Circuit sus- 
tained the conviction of William Alex Kariakin. 
Kariakin had been tried on a prior occasion, on 
January 12, 1954, and acquitted on procedural 
grounds. The main points raised by the defense 
were (a) that the Selective Service Coordinator of 
District 5 had no authority to re-open the case after 
the prior acquittal, and (b) the local board infer- 
entially re-opened the case by asking Kariakin to 
appear before them after he had refused induction 
on October 4, 1956. 


In sustaining the conviction, the Court said that 
the Regulations allow the State Director to delegate 
authority to the Coordinator, and that the letter 
from the Coordinator indicated that such authority 
had actually been granted to him. The Court 
further said that although the Local Board notified 
Kariakin to appear before the Board after he had 
refused induction, nonetheless the Board thereafter 
notified him that his classification would not be 
re-opened. 


U. 8S. v. SLATTERDALE, 168 F. Supp. 574, decided 
December 19, 1958, by the U. S. District Court of 
Colorado. In an effort to avoid conviction of Warren 
Robert Slatterdale for failure to report for civilian 
work, defense counsel William F. Reynard of Den- 
ver filed a motion to dismiss the Indictment for 
failure to state an offense against the United States. 
The indictment was apparently brief, stating in sub- 
stance that Slatterdale had registered at Local 
Board No. 9 in Boulder, Colorado; that on November 
7, 1957, he was classified I-O by the State Appeal 
Board; that on July 15, 1958, the Local Board 
ordered him to report for civilian work; and that 
he failed to perform civilian work. The Court found 
him guilty, stating that it was not improper for the 
Local Board to issue an Order based on an Appeal 
Board classification, and that it is not necessary that 
the indictment allege that every administrative step 
has-been taken and that each pertinent regulation 
has been followed. “It is a rule of very general ap- 
plication that, where an act is done which can be 
done legally only after the performance of some 
prior act, proof of the latter carries with it a pre- 
sumption of the due performance of the prior act. 
Knox County v. Ninth National Bank, 147 U. 8S. 91.” 


U. S. v. CARRIKER, 168 F. Supp. 888, decided 
January 7, 1959, by the District Court in Charlotte, 
North Carolina. William H. Abernathy was de- 
fense counsel. James Edward Carriker registered 
in March 1953, joined the Rocky River True Light 
Church of Christ of Monroe, North Carolina, in 
November 1953, and filed his Questionnaire and 
C. O. form in September 1954. Thereafter, he was 
consistently classified I-A. In returning a judgment 
of guilty against this unlettered youth who was 
18 when he joined the church and 19 when he was 
called upon to declare his religious convictions to 
his Local Board, the Court declared that the Justice 
Department and the Selective Service Boards had 
a right to rely on the following “evidence of in- 
sincerity” in denying the I-O classification: Car- 
riker was not as quiet as his brother who was classed 
I-A-O. He said that “Thou shalt not kill” ap- 
peared in the New Testament. He was not too 
familiar with the Bible and with the organization 
of his church. He had made no “public expression” 
of his conscientious objector views prior to his 18th 
birthday. He joined church six months after reg- 
istration but ten months before filing his question- 
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Recent Court Cases (Contd.) 


naire. He failed to reveal his conscientious objector 
views to one neighbor and one friend when the 
matter of military service came up. He did not 
appear to be an “especially religious person.” “That 
prior to registration with the draft board, there is 
evidence that although he had shown signs of over- 
coming them, defendant was a mischievous, reck- 
less, bully who was known to drink intoxicants.” 

(Epitor’s Note: “Thou shalt not kill’, or its 
equivalent, appears at least four times in the New 
Testament. ) 


News Briefs 


Vernon Farr, 23, of Fox Lake, Wisconsin, was 
sentenced by Federal Judge Kenneth P. Grubb at 
Milwaukee on January 27, and given two weeks to 
settle his personal affairs. He was ordered to sur- 
render to the United States Marshal and was then 
turned over to the custody of the Attorney Gen- 
eral. Having been classified as a conscientious 
objector by the Dodge County Board, he refused on 
religious grounds to work at the Waupaca County 
home. Farr was sentenced to two years’ imprison- 
ment. His religious affiliation is not known. 


* * > 


The United States Supreme Court rejected appeals 
from three Jehovah’s Witnesses appealing from im- 
posed prison sentences. Petitions for Certiorari 
were denied Arnold Leifer, George Carnes, and John 
McFarland. The 6th Circuit Court of Appeals 
opinions were reviewed on all three cases in previous 
issues by NSBRO Attorney-Advisor, Robert B. 
Myers. Carnes was reported in February, and 
Leifer and McFarland in January. 


Two brothers have been sentenced to imprison- 
ment for refusal to comply with draft law regula- 
tions. Arnold Leifer, 25, mentioned above, went all 
the way to the Supreme Court in attempt to reverse 
the decision that was handed down in his case. On 
March 6, 1959, a brother Douglas Leifer, 24, was 
sentenced to two years’ imprisonment. He told 
Federal Judge James C. Connell that his religion 
prevents him. from either serving in the armed 
forces or doing alternative service. Douglas, a resi- 
dent of South Euclid, Ohio, was sentenced in Cleve- 
land. Both brothers are Jehovah’s Witnesses. 


* * * 


A number of newspaper articles about draft 
dodgers recently came to our attention. One 28 year 
old Wisconsin man supposedly lived five years in 
Canada to avoid the draft. Two Italians fled to 


France to avoid draft call, went jobless, joined the 
Foreign Legion, fled the Legion in Algeria, and 
finally returned to Italy to face prosecution for 
draft evasion. Another noted draft dodger 
threatened to do his business partner physical harm 
in revenge for mixing in his domestic affairs. 
Another man quite obviously on purpose failed to 
pass a pre-induction screening for mental qualifica- 
tion. There is some evidence that conscientious 
objectors are still thought of by many as “military 
service dodgers.” Let us hope such news may not 
detract from increased understanding of the C. O. 
position. 


* * * 


Peace News, London, reported an interesting ex- 
ception in the hearings of the London Tribunal for 
Conscientious Objectors. The Chairman of the Tri- 
bunal actually complimented a Jehovah’s Witness as 
a “very sincere Christian” and for his presentation 
on a “very thorny question.” Usually the argu- 
ments are presented as though memorized, but this 
applicant actually held the interest of every member 
of the tribunal throughout his case. Although the 
Tribunal ruled not to recognize him as a C. O., 
his argument evidently found some support, since a 
minority report was also submitted. The youth 
stated, “I am not here to show that I am a pacifist. 
I am here to show that I have conscientious objec- 
tion to warfare.” He also said, “I have not said 
that fighting is a sin. It is disobeying God which 
is asin.” If God would direct him to fight, it would 
then be acceptable, but Christians today are not to 
remove evil “with carnal weapons.” 


In this connection the report mentioned that the 
Jehovah’s Witnesses most faithfully support their 
members before the Tribunals, far more than any 
other religious group. Moral and humanitarian 
objectors, also recognized in England, often face 
this monumentous occasion alone. 


According to NSBRO files, I-W men have reached 
a new country in their services. Since January, 
five men are working at the LeTourneau-sponsored 
mission project at Tournata, Liberia. Assignment 
was made through the Mennonite Central Commit- 
tee. The men are doing mechanical maintenance, 
agricultural work, and lumbering, and helping in 
religious activities in their spare time. 


A representative of the German Labor Ministry, 
Dr. Bues, visited the project of 15 American I-W’s 
at Enkenbach, Germany. This Mennonite Pax Unit 
is constructing houses for refugees. Dr. Bues is one 
of the officials presently working on plans for the 
alternative service program for German conscien- 
tious objectors. 








Alternative Service (Contd.) 


man streets seem to arouse similar admiration. 
Division of the Reich into four distinct political 
areas with three of them interposed between West 
Germany and the center of Communism causes Ger- 
mans to fear that they would have to fight against 
their “brothers,” were they to train for military 
service. The war has left many questions in the 
minds of Christians. What was long a closed issue 
for many—conscientious objection to military serv- 
ice—is now seriously discussed among German 
scholars. These conflicting values in society have 
left no clear standards for the individual. 


It is interesting to note that of the 100,000 men 
recruited in 1957, 3,500 applications for conscien- 
tious objection were received by the “Zentralstelle 
fuer Recht und Schutz der Kriegsdienstverweiger,” 
an organization for the assistance of CO’s. Most 
likely some others are included among 21,000 de- 
ferrals who had a chance to seek lower classification. 
A report from Germany states that as of the be- 
ginning of October 1958, the German Defense 
Ministry had recognized 520 CO’s, rejected 256, and 
tabled 358 further applications. Roughly 50% of 
the CO’s are members of the “Evangelische Kirche,” 
7% Roman Catholics, and 6% Jehovah’s Witnesses. 
Men registering as objectors are examined by twelve 
regional committees. 


Clarence Bauman, Peace Section representative of 
the Mennonite Central Committee in Germany re- 
ports further on the drafting of CO’s. “After debat- 
ing various drafts of an alternative service law for 
nearly two years, it is hoped that the proposed bill 
will be passed and come into effect by spring, 1959. 
In its present form the draft proposes that the ob- 
jector be granted rights and privileges equal to those 
of men in the fighting forces, that the government 
offer an acceptable form of alternative service, 
establishing camps to provide projects in land rec- 


lamation, disaster service, health, welfare and 
charitable services. The length of the term of serv- 
ice to be rendered shall equal that of enlisted men 
with an option of either twenty-one months in one 
unit or at various intervals. Financing CO place- 
ments through private organizations is to be sub- 
sidized through a grant from the government. A 
remuneration of approximately DM 2.50 per day 
will correspond to that of the lowest rank in the 
army. Private agencies are to be licensed for giving 
alternative service employment in as far as they 
meet government requirements, are open to govern- 
ment inspection, render worthwhile peace and con- 
structive efforts for the public benefit, and assume 
full responsibility for conscientious objectors 
employed.” 


This unfolding chapter of German history reflects 
the increasing acceptance and application of demo- 
cratic principles. This treatment of CO’s sharply 
contrasts former treatment. 


Draft (Contd.) 


With final voting limited only to the bill as 
amended by the committee, there was almost unan- 
imous assent to H. R. 2260. There were 90 votes 
in favor with only Senator Langer (R.-N. Dakota) 
dissenting. The President’s signature was added on 
March 23, to put the bill into action and continue 
the draft for the next four years. 


The final vote of the House (381-20) and the vote 
of the Senate (90-1) is in itself not a fair comparison 


of support of the bill in both chambers. It is 
evident that there was strong support to answer 
some of the attacks made on the draft in magazine 
articles, in previous reports by commissions, in com- 
mittee hearings, in public sentiment—nevertheless, 
the majority prevailed and apparently these will go 
unanswered for another four years. 
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